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The Board finds that the claimant,s medical condition does not
so severely restrict his availability for work as to make him
unavailable for work, within the meaning of S8-903 of the
Labor and Employnent Article. The claimant was seeking full
tirne work in the Annapol is/ Parole area, as an auto mechanic.
His credible testimony, that there is a substantial nurnber of
mechanic jobs in that geographic area, is supported by the
fact that he had already obtained a job within approxirnately
one month from the time he filed for benefits.

In cases where the geographic area in which a claimant can
search for e/ork is limited by the fact that he does not own an
automobile or have a drivers license, the Board has long held
that a claimant is not disqualified frorn benefits, provided he
is naking a reasonable and active search for r^rork under the
circumstances. E€-9, e.9., Taylor, 796-BR-81; see also, the
Court of Appeals decision j-n E.S.A. Board of Appeals v. Smith,
2A2 Md. 267, 383 A. 2d 1,1-08 (1978),

The Board concLudes that sirnilar reasoning should be applied
here, where the fimitations are the result of a documented
nedical condition, that does not otherwise prevent the
clairnant frorn working full tirne. For these reasons, the
decision of the Hearing Examiner wiII be reversed.
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